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136 Book Reviews 

Aratus and Theocritus. By Augustus Taber Murray. Reprinted 
from the Matzke Memorial Volume, Leland Stanford Junior 
University Publications (October, 1911), pp. 139-47. 

The chief value of Wilamowitz' discussion of the identity of Aratus in 
Theocritus is in its destructive rather than constructive conclusions; Wilamo- 
witz made it dangerous to draw important chronological and other inferences 
from the identification of Aratus with the poet of the Phaenomena; accord- 
ingly scholars wisely, I think, have abandoned such inferences. Professor 
Murray may properly suggest that Wilamowitz' positive contention that 
Aratus is an obscure Coan friend of Theocritus is far from inevitable, but he 
has hardly succeeded in re-establishing the old view. The chief new material 
is a collection from Theocritus of passages bearing on the constellations 
which the writer thinks reveal a sympathy with the practical standpoint 
of Aratus, but the imposing list of authors of works called Phaenomena 
given in an anonymous life of Aratus (among them several Hellenistic writers, 
including Alexander the Aetolian, also a contemporary and, perhaps, friend 
of Theocritus) does not make such material particularly convincing. The 
argument from probability is legitimate and alluring, but the chronological 
issues from the identification of Aratus with the poet are too important to 
be based upon such a foundation. 
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